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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-30 are presented for examination. 

Drawings 

2. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show every 
feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the data specific to each landscaping 
element (claim 2), the data specific to the type of landscaping element (claim 3), the name of 
each landscaping element (claim 4), the data specific to the age of each landscaping element 
(claim 5), the data specific to the recommended moisture level for said landscaping elements 
(claim 6), the data specific to the soil type(s) in which the landscaping elements are planted 
(claim 7), the weather data indicating that a temperature that the landscaping area has reached a 
predetermined threshold temperature (claim 8), the weather data indicating a temperature that the 
landscaping are has been forecasted to reach a predetermined threshold temperature (claim 9), a 
residence located on the landscaping area (claim 10), the processor located within the residence 
(claim 10), weather data obtained from sensors (claim 1 1), the Internet (claim 13), wirelessly 
access to said weather and moisture and landscaping-care data (claim 18), must be shown or the 
feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment 
of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures 
appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. 
The figure or figure number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a 
drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement 
sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate changes 
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made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for consistency. Additional 
replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering of the remaining figures. The 
replacement sheet(s) should be labeled "Replacement Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 
1.84(c)) so as not to obstruct any portion of the drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted 
by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in 
the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

3. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because the last line is unclear. Correction is 
required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

4. The disclosure is objected to because it contains an embedded hyperlink and/or other 
form of browser-executable code. Applicant is required to delete the embedded hyperlink and/or 
other form of browser-executable code. See MPEP § 608.01. See page 10 of the instant 
specification. 

5. The use of the trademarks Internet, Google (See page 10 of the instant specification) has 
been noted in this application. It should be capitalized wherever it appears and be accompanied 
by the generic terminology. 

Although the use of trademarks is permissible in patent applications, the proprietary 
nature of the marks should be respected and every effort made to prevent their use in any manner 
which might adversely affect their validity as trademarks. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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6. Claims 2-7 and 20-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 2 and 20 recite the limitation "each landscaping element" in line 2. Claims 3 and 
21 recite the limitation "each landscaping element" in lines 1-2. Claims 4 and 22 recite the 
limitation "each landscaping element" in lines 1-2. Claims 5 and 23 recite the limitation "each 
landscaping element" in lines 1-2. Claims 5 and 23 recite the limitation "at least one of said 
landscaping elements" in line 2. Claims 6 and 24 recite the limitation "each landscaping 
element" in lines 1-3. Claims 6 and 24 recite the limitation "at least one of said landscaping 
elements" in lines 2-3. Claims 7 and 25 recite the limitation "each landscaping element" in lines 
1-2. Claims 26 and 27 recite the limitation "all moisture delivery systems" in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

7. Claims 1,2, 19, and 20 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Pat. 
No. 4,646,224 to Ransburg. 

Referring to claims 1 and 19, Ransburg teaches a moisture control system for a 
landscaping area (Abstract; Col. 1, lines 11-27), comprising: 
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a moisture delivery system controllable to provide moisture to the landscaping area (Col. 
4, lines 29-47); and 

a moisture control processor (Col. 15, line 18 - Col. 16), coupled to said moisture 
delivery system, configured with (Col. 18, lines 40-60): 

weather data for the landscaping area (Col. 3, lines 36-44; Col. 8, lines 52-58; Col. 36, 
lines 8-25); 

moisture data for the landscaping area (Col. 18, lines 25-39); and 

landscaping-care data for the landscaping area (Col. 12, line 65 - Col. 13, line 2); 

whereby said moisture delivery system is controlled by said moisture control processor to 
deliver moisture and/or cease delivery of moisture to the landscaping area based on said weather, 
moisture, and/or landscaping-care data (Col. 12, line 65 - Col. 13, line 2), 

Referring to claims 2 and 20, Ransburg teaches the method of claim 19, wherein said 
landscaping-care data includes data specific to each landscaping element in said landscaping area 
(Col. 12, line 65 - Col. 13, line 2). 

8. Claims 1-4, 11,12, 14-16, 18-22, 29, and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Pat. No. 5,479,339 to Miller (See IDS filed 2/23/04). 

Referring to claims 1 and 19, Miller teaches a moisture control system for a landscaping 
area (Col 1, lines 7-12), comprising: 

a moisture delivery system controllable to provide moisture to the landscaping area (Col. 
1, lines 7-12; Col. 4, lines 3-64); and 
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a moisture control processor (Col. 5, lines 41- - Col. 6, line 6), coupled to said moisture 
delivery system, configured with: 

weather data for the landscaping area (Col. 3, lines 8-34; Col. 6, lines 1-6); 

moisture data for the landscaping area (Col. 3, lines 8-34); and 

landscaping-care data for the landscaping area (Col. 2, lines 14-16); 

whereby said moisture delivery system is controlled by said moisture control processor to 
deliver moisture and/or cease delivery of moisture to the landscaping area based on said weather, 
moisture, and/or landscaping-care data (Col. 3, lines 8-34; Col. 5, lines 13-33; Col. 10, lines 55- 
60). 

Referring to claims 2 and 20, Miller teaches the method of claim 19, wherein said 
landscaping-care data includes data specific to each landscaping element in said landscaping area 
(Col. 5, lines 14-33). 

Referring to claims 3 and 21, Miller teaches the method of claim 20, wherein said data 
specific to each landscaping element further includes the type of landscaping element (Col. 5, 
line 30). 

Referring to claims 4 and 22, Miller teaches the method of claim 21, wherein said data 
specific to each landscaping element further includes the name of each landscaping element (Col. 
5, line 30). 

Referring to claims 1 1 and 29, Miller teaches the method of claim 19, wherein said 
weather data is obtained from sensors located within the landscaping area (Col. 6, lines 17-24). 
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Referring to claims 12 and 30, Miller teaches the method of claim 19, wherein said 
weather data is obtained from one or more weather databases accessible to said moisture control 
processor (Col. 12, lines 6-20; Col 3, lines 9-16). 

Referring to claim 14, Miller teaches the system of claim 1, wherein said moisture data is 
obtained from one or more moisture sensors situated in the landscaping area (Col. 5, lines 13- 
18). 

Referring to claim 15, Miller teaches the system of claim 1, wherein said landscaping- 
care data is obtained from one or more landscaping databases accessible to said moisture control 
processor (Col. 13, lines 15-22; Col. 3, lines 9-16). 

Referring to claim 16, Miller teaches the system of claim 15, wherein at least one of said 
one or more landscaping databases is a local database maintained by a user of the moisture 
delivery system (Col. 10, lines 55-67; Col. 3, lines 9-16). 

Referring to claim 18, Miller teaches the system of claim 1, wherein said moisture control 
processor comprises a personal computer configured to wirelessly access said weather, moisture 
and/or landscaping-care data (Col. 4, lines 60-67; Fig. 3, element 28 and 26). 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 10 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Pat. No. 4,646,224 to Ransburg as applied to claims 1 and 19 above, and further in view of U.S. 
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Pat. No. 5,706,191 to Bassett or U.S. Pub. No. 2003/0126295 to Doherty (See EDS filed 
2/23/04). Claims 10 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Pat. No. 5,479,339 to Miller (See IDS filed 2/23/04) as applied to claims 1 and 19 above, and 
further in view of U.S. Pat No. 5,706,191 to Bassett or U.S. Pub. No. 2003/0126295 to Doherty 
(See IDS filed 2/23/04). 

Referring to claims 10 and 28, Miller teaches a labtop computer (Col. 5, lines 41-60 of 

'339). 

Referring to claims 10 and 28, Ransburg and Miller teach all the limitations disclosed 
above, however, Ransburg and Miller fail to teach that said landscaping area has a residence 
located thereon and wherein said moisture control processor is located within said residence. 

However, referring to claims 10 and 28, Bassett teaches analogous art, wherein 
landscaping area has a residence located thereon and wherein a moisture control processor is 
located within said residence (Abstract; Col. 1, lines 10-41 of '191). 

However, referring to claims 10 and 28, Doherty teaches analogous art, wherein 
landscaping area has a residence located thereon and wherein a moisture control processor is 
located within said residence (Abstract; Claims 1-28 of '295). 

The examiner respectfully asserts that the shifting of location of parts is well within the 
level of one of ordinary skill in the art In re Japikse, 181 F.2d 1019, 1023, 86 USPQ 70, 73, 
(CCPA 1950). 



Application/Control Number: 10/784,414 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2125 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time that 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of either Bassett or Doherty with the teachings 
of either Ransburg or Miller. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine Bassett with the 
teachings of either Ransburg or Miller, because Bassett teaches an automated residence 
management and communication system (Col 2, lines 47-48 of ' 191). Furthermore, Bassett 
teaches an automation system that can connect a microprocessor control device to various 
appliances, including a lawn sprinkler system (Col. 1, line 38; Col. 2, lines 9-13 '191). Further 
still, the invention of Bassett allows for performing diagnostic and analysis functions of said 
sprinkler system (Col. 2, line 13-20 of ' 191). 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine Doherty with the 
teachings of either Ransburg or Miller, because Doherty teaches a system for effective 
implementation of a residential gateway system for automated control of residential devices, 
such as a sprinkler (Page 3, paragraph 0026; Page 3, claim 2 of '295). 

10. Claims 13 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Pat. No. 5,479,339 to Miller (See IDS filed 2/23/04) as applied to claims 12 and 15, and further 
in view of U.S. Pat. No. 6,697,712 to Bertini. 

Referring to claims 13 and 17, Miller teaches a computer with a modem (Col. 5, lines 41- 
60 of £ 339). 

Referring to claims 13 and 17, Miller teaches all the limitations disclosed above, 
however, Miller fails to teach the system above, wherein at least one of said one or more 



Application/Control Number: 10/784,414 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2125 

landscaping database is a global database accessible to said moisture controller via a network 
connection. 

However, referring to claims 13 and 17, Bertini teaches analogous art, wherein 
landscaping database is a global database accessible to a moisture controller via a network 
connection (Col. 5, lines 7-29 of '712). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time that 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Bertini with the teachings of Miller. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine Bertini with the 
teachings of Miller, because Bertini teaches a distributed feed system that includes a 
communication network including a central database for transmitting data relating to the central 
feed via the network (Col. 3, lines 5-10 of '712). 

11. Claims 13 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Pat. No. 5,479,339 to Miller (See IDS filed 2/23/04) as applied to claims 12 and 15, and further 
in view of U.S. Pub. No. 2003/0182022 to Addink. 

Referring to claims 13 and 17, Miller teaches a computer with a modem (Col. 5, lines 41- 
60 of '339). 

Referring to claims 13 and 17, Miller teaches all the limitations disclosed above, 
however, Miller fails to teach the system above, wherein said one or more weather databases 
include one or mores weather databases accessible via the Internet. 

However, referring to claims 13 and 17, Addink teaches analogous art, wherein weather 
database is accessible via the Internet (Page 5, paragraph 42 of '022). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time that 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Addink with the teachings of Miller. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine Addink with the 
teachings of Miller, because Addink teaches an interactive irrigation system (title of '022) that 
assists an irrigation user in attaining more efficient irrigation of an irrigated area. Furthermore, 
Addink teaches a system that allows for remote communication with an irrigation controller over 
the Internet (Page 1, paragraph 1 1 of '022). 

12. Claims 5-7 and 23-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Pat. No. 5,479,339 to Miller (See IDS filed 2/23/04) as applied to claims 4 and 22 above, 
and further in view of U.S. Pat. No. 5,400,815 to Whitehill. 

Referring to claims 6 and 24, Miller teaches the system above, wherein said data specific 
to each landscaping element further includes a recommended moisture level for at least one of 
said landscaping elements (Col. 2, lines 10-16 of '339). 

Referring to claims 7 and 25, Miller teaches the system above, wherein said data specific 
to each landscaping element further includes the soil type(s) in which the landscaping elements 
are planted (Col. 5, line 23 of '339). 

Referring to claims 5 and 23, Miller teaches all the limitations disclosed above, however, 
Miller fails to teach the system above, wherein said data specific to each landscaping element 
further includes the age of at least one of said landscaping elements. 
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However, referring to claims 5 and 23, Whitehill teaches analogous art, wherein data 
specific to each landscaping element further includes the age of at least one of said landscaping 
elements (Col. 2, lines 23-49 of '815). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time that 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Whitehill with the teachings of Miller. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine Whitehill with the 
teachings of Miller, because Whitehill teaches an irrigation system controller (Col. 1, lines 6-20 
of '815) that accounts for cumulative ET and performs automatic adjustments in response 
thereto, wherein the ET values are a function of crop age (Col 2, line 23 - Col. 3, line 68 of 
'815) 

13. Claims 8 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Pat. 
No. 5,479,339 to Miller (See IDS filed 2/23/04) as applied to claims 1 and 19 above, and further 
in view of U.S. Pat. No. 6,763,845 to Hoggard. 

Miller teaches all the limitations disclosed above, however, Miller fails to teach the 
system above, wherein, referring to claims 8 and 26, said controlling of moisture flow includes 
the draining of all moisture delivery systems and ceasing of moisture delivery when said weather 
data indicates a temperature at the landscaping area has reached a predetermined threshold 
temperature. 

However, Hoggard teaches analogous art, wherein referring to claims 8 and 26, Hoggard 
teaches controlling of moisture flow includes the draining of all moisture delivery systems and 
ceasing of moisture delivery when said weather data indicates a temperature at the landscaping 
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area has reached a predetermined threshold temperature (Col. 5, line 53 - Col. 6, line 14; 
Abstract; Col. 1, lines 5-19 of '845). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time that 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Hoggard with the teachings of Miller. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine Hoggard with the 
teachings of Miller, because Hoggard teaches and automatic water drainage/refill system for use 
with various weather exposed, water utilizing devices, such as lawn sprinklers (Col. 1, lines 62- 
68 of '845). Furthermore, Hoggard teaches a thermostat unit that keeps a water freeze 
prevention device in a dormant state until one of the two pre-selected threshold temperatures is 
reached, and further, the ability to vary this range (Col. 6, lines 1-14 of '845). 

14. Claims 9 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Pat. 
No. 5,479,339 to Miller (See IDS filed 2/23/04) as applied to claims 1 and 19 above, and further 
in view of U.S. Pat. No. 5,870,302 to Oliver (See IDS filed 2/23/04), and further in view of U.S. 
Pat. No. 6,763,845 to Hoggard. 

Miller teaches all the limitations disclosed above, however, Miller fails to teach the 
system above, wherein, referring to claims 9 and 27, controlling of moisture flow includes the 
draining of all moisture delivery systems and ceasing of moisture delivery when said weather 
data indicates a forecast temperature for the landscaping area of a predetermined threshold 
temperature. 

However, Oliver teaches analogous art, wherein referring to claims 9 and 27, Oliver 
teaches controlling of moisture flow includes the draining of all moisture delivery systems and 
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ceasing of moisture delivery when weather data indicates a forecast temperature for the 
landscaping area (Col. 6, lines 45-58 of £ 302). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time that 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Oliver with the teachings of Miller. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine Oliver with the 
teachings of Miller, because Oliver teaches an automated irrigation control system that can 
predict weather conditions and computer watering factors therefrom (Col. 3, line 10 - Col. 4, line 
32 of '302). 

Referring to claims 9 and 27, Oliver fails to teach controlling of moisture flow as a 
function of a predetermined threshold temperature. 

However, Hoggard teaches analogous art, wherein referring to claims 8 and 26, Hoggard 
teaches controlling of moisture flow includes the draining of all moisture delivery systems and 
ceasing of moisture delivery when said weather data indicates a temperature at the landscaping 
area has reached a predetermined threshold temperature (Col 5, line 53 - Col. 6, line 14; 
Abstract; Col. 1, lines 5-19 of ' 845). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time that 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Hoggard with the teachings of Miller. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine Hoggard with the 
teachings of Miller, because Hoggard teaches and automatic water drainage/refill system for use 
with various weather exposed, water utilizing devices, such as lawn sprinklers (Col. 1, lines 62- 
68 of ' 845). Furthermore, Hoggard teaches a thermostat unit that keeps a water freeze 
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prevention device in a dormant state until one of the two pre-selected threshold temperatures is 
reached, and further, the ability to vary this range (Col. 6, lines 1-14 of '845). 



15. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sean P. Shechtman whose telephone number is (703) 305-7798. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 9:3 Oam-6 :00pm, M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Leo P. Picard can be reached on (703) 308-0538. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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